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SN 10/700,784 
Filed: Nov 3, 2003 

Oral Hygiene Systems and Metiiod of Treatment 

Agenda for Telephone Interview 03/27/06 

I. Formalities Satisfied V 

a) Is updated Declaration Accq»table and has it beai entered? 

b) Is the Amendment to Specification, Cross Reference to Related Cases OK? 

C) Is the Objecliou to the Spooificafion now moot? 
d) Any other concerns of Examiner on fonnaUties? 

n. Restriction and Election Issues! w^vnot? 
^) Doc»I^OocceptthattbeRe*triction/Eleotic«lisWithTravcrse.and^ 

b) on Reconsideration of Amended Claims, is the Restriction withdrawn or 
maintained? 

i. PTO basis and reasoning for Restriction is what? 

ii. Any election required now? 

ii« aWte with traverse "antimicrobial compounds or 

c) Applicant provisionally elects. ^"^^Vj;?^^^ 
compositions". On reconsideraUon of Election by Examiner, is u mamx 

i AppUcant does not understand olootion within a M«.1aish group. 

u. Pease explain basis for the Election requirement in view of the dehv^ 

system nature of the invention. 
„.,..h.,..^.«...fN«vM»«.r».r««U<.f.b.A»endm«Ut.th.Cl.im.i«*he 

Response of Feb 2, 2006? 
rV. The 112 Rejection 

Discuss the Examiner's rejection of "about". Where is it taught that ^he T^S* 
^ ?rj^lo^^r^cal to tie operation of the clahned system or tile anti-microb al 
S^^SSnTSirsaturate the <S?on rolls? Note the use context; the human mouth. 
Thufi, the length is self-limiting, and understandably so by OSIA. 

b) Who does the PTO consider to be OSIA? Why would OSIA consider the "about" 
dimensions to be unclear? Are diey dimwits? 

c) Isn't this a matter for the Courts in any inftingement action where the issue of 
wheilier a given lengdi is wlMn the acsopo of the claims will be addressftd f 

d) Can we move on to mgnificant issues? Is the Rejection withdrawn or maintained? If 
^ mSerTwhat case law supports the Examiner's position? ricaac provide citations. 

V. The Art Rejectfons: 

A. §102 Kazdan *382 as to Claims 1-4 and 7: 
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i. Is th« rejection maintained? If sc. Examiner is reqnest«l to '^ad^d^ on 
claims rejected, Iceeping in mind the proper mterpretation ot both the clami 
language (see tlie Specification) and Kazdan. 

ii. If so. what limitations would avoid Kazdan, as obviously they are not the same 
invention? 

iii. Discuss proposed language if neoessary. 

B, §103 Rejections over Kazdan plus 5 more references - 
Is the problem breadth of claim language: 
i Weisel - White Strips - Examiner to explain why moistened cotton 

buccal vestibule obvious over dentine treatment plus finger pad tooth 
bmshiitg method of Kazdan? Now OSIA is very smart? 
ii. Venneer - aldonamides - Kxaminer explain why ubvious over Kazdan's finger 

pad for tooth brushing, modified how ?. loaded with aldonamides ? 
in Julius - dental sponge - Examiner ditto. Trade Kazdan's finger pad for . 
sponge of Julius loaded with pumice and sugar? 

iv. Speaker - micro-encapsulated topically active agents encapsulated in a S^l - No 
^iLlantation in A^q^licanf s claimed invention, and claims not cover that. 

Put Speaker's gd in K azdan's finger pad for br ushmg teeth? 
V. Ctqicliui - Floss holder. How is this relevant in combo with Kazdan? 
C Where is teaching of combination in the references - cite column and line 
without reference to AppUcant's spedficiiaon . 

D. noes Examiner agree that principles of law died are correct and appUcable 
to this case? 

E. Arc the §103 mjections (or «.me of them) maintained? Whidi ones, based 
on what language in which references? 

F. What amendments to dafans would ovwoonw the referenci«? 

VI. Any other issues that arise. Any new rejections Of Eamiiner? 

VU. Wind up. Status of how case Is left. E»uniner's N«t Office Action, When and what 
issues? 

Respectfully submitted, 
Jacques M. Dulin, Applicant 

DATE: March 14, 2006 y 7) r-- 
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